. Sensitivity Analysis, using mother's knowledge of OFSP as a vitamin A source as mediator variable, for vitamin A intakes among reference children as the outcome variable, including interaction terms, Mozambique and Uganda
Notes: Standard errors on bounds bootstrapped using 100 replications. Only discrete variables can be used to tighten bounds, so in Mozambique, the two significant correlates of attrition, female headship and access to lowlands, were included to tighten bounds. In both countries, for the "Knows OFSP is a source of vitamin A" variable we use the baseline value of whether the mother indicated OFSP as a vitamin A source to tighten bounds. All models are single difference models at endline. Baseline levels of adoption and area planted with OSP were very low, and so were omitted from these models. The share of OFSP in SP area has 224 missing observations in Uganda because these households did not grow any sweet potato. Tests of equality of impact of Model 1 and Model 2 are adjusted Wald tests. Average treatment effects reported at the bottom of the table are average impacts over Model 1 and Model 2, using the same specification for that column in a separate regression. Additional covariates included in some specifications, all measured at baseline, are whether or not the household had access to off-farm work, the number of male and female adults, whether the household head was male, whether or not a nutrition promoter lived in the household, whether the household grew sweet potato in 2006, and percapita expenditures. All regressions include strata level fixed effects. Standard errors are clustered at the farmer group level in Uganda. *** significant at the 1 percent level. Source: Uganda baseline and endline surveys, REU project. Table 4 . All regressions include strata level fixed effects. Standard errors are clustered the farmer group level in Uganda. *** Significant at the 1 percent level; ** significant at the 5 percent level; * significant at the 10 percent level. Source: Uganda baseline and endline surveys, REU project.
Appendix Table S.3. Impacts of REU Models 1 and 2 on measures of adoption at endline, adjusted for attrition in Uganda

Appendix Table S.4. Impacts of REU Models 1 and 2 on nutritional knowledge indicators at endline, adjusted for attrition in Uganda
Mozambique Uganda
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